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Art Unit: 3676 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to applicant's amendment filed on December 5, 
2005. In order to correct some informality in the claims, a new non-final Office Action 
has been made on record. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

• The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-6 and 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites that the jamb element comprises first and second constraining 
means and that the door element includes engaging means and retaining means. 

Further, claim 1 recites that the engaging means are for engaging either the first 
or the second constraining means or both. Also, that the retaining means are for 
maintaining the engaging means within the first and second constraining means. 

It is unclear what the applicant is trying to claim as his invention by these 
limitations. According to the current specification, the first and second constraining 
means are elements 38 and 46. The engaging means is element 18 and the retaining 
means is element 20. 

Then, it is unclear how the engaging means 18 engages the second constraining 
means 46. As stated in the specification, the second constraining means only 
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engages the retaining means 20 closely, not the engaging means (Page 12 Lines 14- 
16). The engaging means 18 only engages the first constraining means 38. 

Also, it is unclear how the retaining means 20 maintain the engaging means 18 
within the first and the second constraining means. 

Therefore, in order to continue with the examination, the examiner will give the 
broadest possible interpretation to the limitations. Appropriate correction and 
explanation is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) The invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US Pat No 
773,579 to De Mayo. 

Regarding claim 1, De Mayo discloses a door security latch comprising a jamb 
element. The jamb element comprises a jamb base plate (f); a first constraining 
means (c3) for limiting the distance to which a door may be opened to a first opening 
distance; and a second constraining means (c5) for limiting the distance to which a 
door may be opened to a second distance. The second opening distance is smaller 
than the first opening distance. 

The door security latch further comprises a door element. The door element 
comprises a door element base plate (a); engaging means (b1) for engaging a 
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constraining means (any c5) of the jamb element; and retaining means (b2) for 
engaging a constraining means (any c5 or c3). 

As to claim 2, De Mayo discloses that the engaging means comprises a 
projecting arm (b). 

As to claim 3, De Mayo discloses that the retaining means comprises a 
substantially spherical member (b3). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Pat No 
773,579 to De Mayo as applied to claims 1-3 above, and further in view of US Pat No 
4,900,075 to Smith. 

De Mayo discloses that the first constraining means (c3) comprises a first yoke 
(c2). However, De Mayo fails to disclose that the yoke is pivotally attached to lugs on 
the front face of the jamb base plate. De Mayo discloses that the first yoke (c2) is 
pivotally mounted to the jamb base plate. 

Smith teaches that it is well known in the art to have a yoke member (16) that is 
pivotally attached to lugs on the front face of the jamb base plate (Figure 3). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have the yoke member pivotally connected to lugs at the base 
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plate, as taught by Smith, into a device as described by De Mayo, because the fact 
that how is pivotally connected the yoke with respect to the base plate is considered 
as a design consideration that will not affect the mechanism of the latch. 

8. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Pat No 
773,579 to De Mayo in view of US Pat No 4,900,075 to Smith as applied to claim 4 
above, and further in view of US Pat No 1 ,1 54,862 to Hoagland. 

De Mayo, as modified by Smith, fails to disclose that the arm (b) is pivotally 
attached to the door base plate. 

Hoagland teaches that it is well known in the art to have an arm (A) that is 
pivotally attached (9) to a door base plate (3). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have the arm pivotally attached to the door base plate, as 
taught by Hoagland, into a device as described by De Mayo, as modified by Smith, in 
order to give he arm the flexibility to engage the yoke member. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 6 and 10 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 
35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

10. Claims 11 and 12 would also be allowed because the claims depend from claim 
10. 
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Response to Arguments 

11. Applicant's arguments filed on December 5, 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

First, in order to correct informality in claim 1, a 112nd paragraph rejection has 
been made on record. 

Second, as to applicant's arguments that De Mayo fails to disclose that the 
engaging means function to engage either the first or second or both constraining 
means of the jamb element (Page 12 Line 5), the argument is not persuasive. 

As stated before, neither the applicant discloses this limitation. According to the 
current specification, the first and second constraining means are elements 38 and 
46. The engaging means is element 18 and the retaining means is element 20. 

It is unclear how the engaging means 18 engages the second constraining 
means 46. As stated in the specification, the second constraining means 46 only 
engages the retaining means 20 closely, not the engaging means (Page 12 Lines 14- 
16, Figures 8 and 10). The engaging means 18 only engages the first constraining 
means 38. Therefore, the arguments are not persuasive and the rejection in view of 
De Mayo, as interpreted by the examiner, is maintained. 

Conclusion 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carlos Lugo whose telephone number 571-272-7058. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9-6pm EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Brian Glessner can be reached on 571-272-6843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-272- 
7049. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703- 
306-5771. 



Carlos Lugo 
Patent Examiner 
AU 3676 


January 9, 2006 


